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done this work and it was part of her usual duties, she
refused to folliow the instructions because she had been
instructed to perform a certain task by the superinten-
dent and shie did not balieve The emproyce had amy
suthority to countbermand such instrus .xonq and issue
others. The clainont nade no inculry of the curer-
intendent to determinz whether the wz.uavrt*cns origi-~
nated with her. 7The cmployer testified at the hvgrlng
before the Referee that the employee who issued the
instructions to the claimant was en ascistant to the
superintendent and was caryying out the orders which
had emanated from the superintendent. On one prior
cccasion an instruction issued by this employes to The
claimant and other employees had been countermunded by
the superintendent. TGhe claimant hod nsver beoe
inTorned that such employee occupicd a position of
suthority. ©She assvped such enployee was at the same
level as she. The clainant countinucd working until
October 2&, 1948, when the employer discharged her
because she was ingfficient and also because she
allegedly had been insubordinate on October 9, 1C48.
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The decigion of the Referce i8 reversed. Benefits
the claimant ig otherwlse cligible.
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Caopamerilo, California, March 25, 1 1949,
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